MEANING OF TEE TERM ROMANISING.        31
fallacy lies in arguing from a particular to a universal: because there are some points which, we hold in common with Koine without Romanising, therefore (it is argued or implied) no identity with Rome can sustain the charge of being Romanisers, even when brought against these Ritualists. To clear up this point and to rebut this faHacy a very brief analysis of the terms Romanism and Romanising will suffice.1
Before the Reformation the Church of England, in common with the rest of Western Christendom, had many erroneous doctrines and many superstitious practices and ceremonies enjoined by and incorporated into the public service-books, and therefore into the Church's authorised and accepted teaching. At the Reformation these old service-books were culled for materials for new ones; what was scriptural was taken, what was un-scriptural was left behind; or, taking the reverse metaphor, we may say of our Liturgy that the old service-books were weeded. What was nnscriptural was rooted out; what was scriptural, retained. Since the Reformation, and especially since the Council of Trent, the doctrines and practices thus repudiated and espunged by the Reformers of our Church, together with various later developments which from time to time have grown out of the errors retained by Rome, have formed that corgis of spurious Christianity which of late years has been termed Romanism, as retained by Rome, or Medievalism, as belonging to the middle and corrupt ages of the Western Church. Now what is charged against even 6 Moderate9 Ritualists is not the fact of their identity with Rome in those points in which features of primitive Christianity still linger within her, and which have been retained by our own Church, but a decided though gradual return to Rome in those points which our Reformers rejected, i.e.
1 See note II. at the eiu.1 of this chnptor.